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on the slant range distance, which is the 
line-of-sight distance from the 
measurement antenna to the overhead 
line. Alternatively, a site-specific 
extrapolation factor may be used in lieu 
of the 30 dB/decade standard. This 
extrapolation factor shall be derived 
from a best fit straight line fit 
determined by a first-order regression 
calculation from measurements for at 
least four lateral distances from the 
overhead line. Compliance 
measurements for Access BPL and use 
of site-specific extrapolation factors 
shall be made in accordance with the 
Guidelines for Access BPL systems 
specified by the Commission. 
* * * * * 
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SUMMARY: The Civilian Agency 
Acquisition Council and the Defense 
Acquisition Regulations Council 
(Councils) are proposing to amend the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) to 
implement Executive Order (E.O.) 
13502, Use of Project Labor Agreements 
for Federal Construction Projects. The 
comment period is being reopened for 
an additional 30 days to provide 
additional time for interested parties to 
review the proposed FAR changes. 
DATES: Interested parties should submit 
written comments to the Regulatory 
Secretariat on or before September 23, 
2009 to be considered in the 
formulation of a final rule. 
ADDRESSES: Submit comments 
identified by FAR case 2009–005 by any 
of the following methods: 

• Regulations.gov: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. 

Submit comments via the Federal 
eRulemaking portal by inputting ‘‘FAR 
Case 2009–005’’ into the field 
‘‘Keyword’’. Select the link that 
corresponds with FAR Case 2009–005. 
Follow the instructions provided to 
submit your comments. Please include 
your name, company name (if any), and 
‘‘FAR Case 2009–005’’ on your attached 
document. 

• Fax: 202–501–4067. 
• Mail: General Services 

Administration, Regulatory Secretariat 
(VPR), 1800 F Street, NW, Room 4041, 
ATTN: Hada Flowers, Washington, DC 
20405. 

Instructions: Please submit comments 
only and cite FAR case 2009–005 in all 
correspondence related to this case. All 
comments received will be posted 
without change to http:// 
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal and/or business confidential 
information provided. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
clarification of content, contact Mr. 
Ernest Woodson, Procurement Analyst, 
at (202) 501–3775. For information 
pertaining to status or publication 
schedules, contact the Regulatory 
Secretariat at (202) 501–4755. Please 
cite FAR case 2009–005. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

A. Background 

The Councils published a proposed 
rule in the Federal Register at 74 FR 
33953, July 14, 2009. The comment 
period is being reopened for an 
additional 30 days to provide additional 
time for interested parties to review the 
proposed FAR changes. 

Dated: August 18, 2009 
Edward Loeb, 
Deputy Director, Acquisition Policy Division. 
[FR Doc. E9–20305 Filed 8–21–09; 8:45 am] 
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AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT. 
ACTION: Denial of petition for 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: This document responds to a 
petition for rulemaking regarding the 
Federal motor vehicle safety standard 
for lighting. The Groupe de Travail 
‘‘Bruxelles 1952’’ (GTB) and the Society 
of Automotive Engineers (SAE) Lighting 
Committee requested that new 
specifications be added for optional 
lower beam and upper beam headlamp 
patterns on the basis they would 
increase harmonization with European 
requirements. After completing a 
technical review of the petition, NHTSA 
is denying this petition. The agency 
notes the petitioners did not provide 
data to demonstrate that the requested 
new optional specifications would 
provide safety benefits comparable to 
those of the existing standard or that 
cost savings would be realized without 
compromising safety. Additionally, 
NHTSA is pursuing a more 
comprehensive review of the lighting 
standard and is currently studying the 
feasibility of many issues and potential 
regulatory changes, some of which 
would address issues raised in this 
petition. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
non-legal issues, you may call Mr. David 
Hines, Office of Crash Avoidance 
Standards (Phone: 202–493–0245; FAX: 
202–366–7002). 

For legal issues, you may call Mr. Ari 
Scott, Office of the Chief Counsel 
(Phone: 202–366–2992; FAX: 202–366– 
3820). 

You may send mail to these officials 
at: National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Table of Contents 
I. The Petition 
II. Agency Technical Evaluation 
III. Agency Conclusions 

I. The Petition 
On July 21, 2004, the SAE Lighting 

Committee and GTB petitioned the 
agency to add new specifications to 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
(FMVSS) No. 108; Lamps, reflective 
devices, and associated equipment, for 
optional upper and lower beam patterns 
based on specifications pending 
approval by the United Nations’ 
Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) 
under ECE R112. If these requested 
amendments were adopted, 
manufacturers of vehicles sold in the 
U.S. would be able to choose to certify 
products to either the existing 
requirements of FMVSS No. 108 or the 
requested alternative new requirements. 
Modifications to the agency’s test 
procedures were also requested. The 
petitioners stated that Japan had 
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